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.1..0n 29 Jan 1966 S.tjeot visited Source together with ZYDLIKIEWIOZ

Eneen Of_Philadelphia,Fa. Beth were supposed to arrive at Souroe ti house

*Deno 1300hre but Subje&antRINIfithan his friend. They stayed at,
.1' Source's house until .16.00 bra.

. 2... Subject confirmed again that DZIUSA'S speech he bakgot:from

- his female friend in Lviv and gave her name (0.N.).T71OINMOOr,,-4 . thip was

only one of many documents of its kind-wideiy oiroulateflow in :Ukraine
in handwriting and typd4 Subject i however, took oney this one. While in .-

, Kiev he hat asked PIDO HA wllether really there was itspeech made by
ZIUBA in Jan 1965 at the Union Of Writers of Ukraine and . PIDSUKSA

.-.confirmed it. In Source's opinion, KOLOSSOVA should have known *tout

Subject having the speech in his pocket and therefore she paw him to the

airport to get him through at the customs without any trouble. Oa other*:

occasion he was talking about KOLOSLWA helping him out at the cue-terns:as

though she definitely had known aboUt Subject's possissionif the.eppech

3. A lot of time Subject devoted to the problem of re-visit of

Dr K1 and Others to Kiev in 1966. In his opinion their re-visit was

mandatory and Dr K1 woUld make a profound mistake by "missing this

• opportunity". According to Subject it was KOLOS:30VA who had made clear-tp,htM

that anYwithdrawal of Dr K1 and others from an active cultural exchangej'

and leaving of all the initiative to the other side was beneficial to

those in Kiev and Moscow who were for a comlete isolation of people in the

Ukraine from emigration and for an overall russification. In briefo ' by not

ving to Ukraine in 1966 Dr 1(1 and others were going to help the aussificator

• and to harm genuine Ukrainian patriots.

Subject steessed also that Dr K1 mu g4aware that in case she would

-protract her visit to Ukraime and the whole business witi cultural exchange . I
in general, "they" (in Kiev) would definitely resign 	 her and find someone

ilea. All depended now on Dr K1 whose position at the present was evidently. 1
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.very influential and highly esteemed in Kiev and therefore she should start

with preparations immechately. Even here, abroad, very much depended

on Dr. U. Thus	 LAPICHAK Tomo of Chicago had assured Subject that he

;would go to Ukraine provided Dr Kl would go too.

The re-visit to Kier should be arranged as follows: there would be

two categories of visitors. The first one would consist of Di Kl,' Dr LAPICHAK0:

tProf PELEA6KY Yaroslav,KUKURUDZA,STAKUIV, BILYNSKY Ike (Andrei) of Munich

-arid A few more of those who would conduct negotiations.with high Soviet

personalities in both, Kiev and Mosoow. The second group would include

various professionals who would visit places of their interest, like

for instance, .engineetb would go to Zaporiaia and other industrial centers,

i doctors should visit famous medical centers, artists would meet with
-

•: .artists, and simple tourists would do just sightseeing. Subject thought

rP.that a group of 50 ye:Otte or so would be just ideal.

Subject himself would not be involved in political negotiations, he

- Preferred to limit his role to technical olanization of the visit itself.,

4. As an additional argument in favor of the visit .to Kiev
Subject mentioned numerous contacts he had made in the Ukraine which

• should serve as genuine sources of information for the group abroad.

On this occasion he indicated that in many cases emigration was deprived

of Actual infOrmation about what was going on in the Ukraine and often

• fell victim to rumors and disinformation.

Thus , prior to his last trip to Kiev Subject was told

about lawyers' case and while in the Ukraine tried to find out

something more about it. Some people in Lviv told him about the cape too

but in ouch a vague and general way that he finally bacame convinced

f that it had probably been just a hoax. At the present there are
I

talks about arrests of young Ukrainians in Lviv and Kiev but he

. personally does not believe it and thinks of them as of just

• aapther rumor. But - he added - if We would properly develop contacts

I have access to , in the Ukraine, we were in possession of pzeoise

information on which to base our political moves.
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5. According to Subject the visiting group could include even 11,e-

of icers of : the B1-; Division Galicia but no one who played a leading role

‘tizing • the division itself._
6, Iheotding to ZUbject ,1OLOS6OVA we a genuine.-UkrainianHH--

patriot and she had warned him that MOSCOW became frightened-by-
-

her first .moves along Ukrainian emigration in 3.964-1965 and wanted fl now to

toil her efforts to strengtien contacts with Ukrainians abroad:

,ykOLOSSOVA should have stressed to Subject that people like herself were
---

;Hittreat need of emigration's help and those who were against the visit.
-

:Kiev were simply playing to Moscow's tune.

I. _In Subject's , opinion politics . as such should be_exclUded from -

oUP1 . 4 aotivities-and that's why no political lehdet should be &16042U:,
in the revisiting body. On this occasion he also mentioned "prolog2 as the

-	 -
:institution "to be avoided by all means". Because Mr N.J. was definitely?,

more interested in intelligence than in anything else and probably would

put Americaninterests ahead of" Ukrainian cause", Litany case.

8. - In the hear future, maybe even in a fortnight or so Subject
Will . movo to ' Philadelphia,Pa and start his business anew. Among other

things he plane to produce some records of a,:ngs received from Ukraine,
r

bake some impressario functions for artistic groups from Ukraine, aso.

9. :Subject mentioned again a student of Toronto who last year

Game after two year stay from Ukraine and suggested that it would InDe
prebsblMa good idea to got him here to New Tork.N.Y. He is the same one

who was taken from all the materials by the KGB on his departure from

Kiev . ( N.B. SubjeCt referred to Kolaska Ivan).
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